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REMARKS 

Telephonic Interview 

Tlie Applicant gratefully thanks the Examiner for the telephone interview on 
December 29^ 2005. During the interview, proposed arguments and amendments in response 
to the Office Action were discussed. The Examiner suggested that the proposed amendment 
to Claim 32 would be allowable and was sufficiently supported by the specification, and 
recommended that a limiting amendment be made to Claim 35. The Examiner also requested 
that supporting disclosure for the amendments be provided. Thus, this response contains, 
infra, references to supporting disclosure in the specification for the independent claims. 

Claims 32-37 were pending in the present application. By virtue of this response, 
claims 33 and 37 have been cancelled, claims 32, 34 and 35 have been amended, and claims 
38-43 have been added. Accordingly, claims 32, 34-36, and 37-43 are currently under 
consideration. Amendment and cancellation of certain claims is not to be construed as a 
dedication to the public of any of the subject matter of the claims as previously presented* 

No new matter has been added. The amendment to claim 32 is supported at least by 
disclosure at page 6, lines 23 and 24, and page 9, lines 1 1-14 of the specification as filed. 
The amendment to claim 35 are supported at least by disclosure at page 7, lines 19-23 and 
page 8, lines 3 and 4 of the specification as filed. 

Rejections under 35 U.S.C* §102(e) 

Claims 32-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as allegedly being anticipated by 
Boumas et al. (U.S. Patent No, 6,061,679). 

Regarding claim 32, upon review of Boumas, column 6, lines 36-47, Applicant 
believes that Boumas does not disclose the same invention. The present invention includes 
generating a second tree fi'om information encountered when traversing the first tree. 
Boumas does not disclose that information in the trees is generated fix)m other trees. In fact, 
Boumas discloses that pre-defined key mask ranges are used to provide an order to the data 
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structure. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests the rejection of claim 32 and its 
dependent claim 34 be withdrawn. 

Regarding claim 35, upon review of Boumas, column 6, lines 1-16, Applicant 
believes that Boumas does not disclose the same invention. The present invention receives 
first and second values. The Examiner argues that Boumas discloses a routing table with 
trees that have the values of ] , 32, and 64. However, the values of 1 , 32, and 64 as disclosed 
in Boumas are not values to be used for traversing a first or second tree, but are key mask 
ranges for the first, second, and third tree respectively. Further, Boumas fails to disclose 
overwriting a node of the second tree. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests the 
rejection of claim 35 and its dependent daim 37 be withdrawn. 
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CONCLUSION 

Xu yiew of.thevaljoye,. e^clx of thfe.presmtly pending claiins in this application is 
h^liey^U to be in conditi for alio wwcie- Aeeordingiy, the Exarpiner is respectfully 
requested tp withdraw the o.utstanding:ri^eqtions and ^a$S; t^ apjpJKcaliQji.tp^ If ifcis; 

• . • • • 

die^ernciined that a telqjhone. conference wdiild.expedite^ the p^^^ applicafidn, 
the Examiner is invitisd to telephone the undersigned at'tfae foira 



Respeetfully-submittedj, 




Laura L. Siiires 
Registration No. 52^222 



GustomeF NQ. 40518 

Levitie Bagade LLP 

2483; East Bayi^pre Road^ Suite 100 

Palo Alto, GA 94305 

:DireGt: (^5Q)242-42U 

Fax: (650)284-2180 
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